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FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
LETTER FROM AN UNCLE TO HIS 
NEPHEW. 

(Concluded from page 337.) 

I will now make a few remarks upon the rich 
man in Hell, and Lazarus in Abraham’s bosom ; 
or more particularly, upon the dialogue between the 
rich man and Abraham. IJtseems the rich man was 
importuning old faithful Abraham for some con- 
solation, something that might mitigate his torment. 
But Abraham, who was faithful in this world, con- 
tinued so where he was, and plainly gave hin, 
though he was his son according to the flesh, to un- 
derstand, that he had nothing to hope for. “Son,” 
said he, “ remember that thou in thy lifetime re- 
ceived thy good things.” Mark, he did not say a 
part of thy good things, but thy good things, plainly 
implying that he had all the good things which 
he could with propriety hope for. Now if Abraham 
had been an Universalist, possessed of the same 
spirit and feelings as our modern Universalists, 1 
think it is reasonable to suppose he would have re- 
plied to his son in language something like the fol- 
lowing, viz. “ My dear son, I condole with you in 
your present state of sufferings, I know indeed that 
your anguish and torment is very great, yet I have 
great consolation to offer you, for I assure you there 
is aglorious hope, nay a glorious certainty still be- 
fore you; for, be assured, O my son, that at some 
future period, you will be released from your pres- 
ent doleful prison, and your anguish and torment 
will not only for ever have an end, but you will be 
admitted into the heavenly kingdom, be made an 
heir of glory, and be made more completely happy 
than you are now miserable. I say mure complete- 
ly happy, because your happiness and felicity will 
be without alloy, in that they will never end: but 
in your misery and torments you must have a mix- 
ture of joy, in knowing that they will have an end, 
and be succeeded by an uninterrupted state of bles- 
sedness throughout a never-ending eternity.” 

Thus far, my dear nephew, I have indulged my- 
selfin speculations. Now let me ask you, if you 
was placed in Abraham’s stead, and continued to 
believe in the same doctrine that you now profess, 
would not your conversation be in substance some- 
what like that which I have stated above, or rather 
is not your daily conversation new with such as are 
under the curse of the law, something similar to the 
above ? and is this because you are a better, a more 
faithful and a more feeling man than Abraham ? 

I shall make no more remarks upon our Saviour’s 
testimony as uttered by himself; but, as from what 
information I have gathered from reading the Gos- 


pel Herald, (falsely as I conceive so called,) it ap- 
pears to me, that the Universalists think to establish 
their doctrines principally from the wrigings of the 
apostles. On this point I will only say, that I have 
carefully examined their writings, and can find 
nothing therein to support, but much to condemn 
the doctrine of Universalism. They received their 
commission from their divine Master, which ran in 
these wards—* Go ve into all the world and preach 
the Gospel to every creature. He that believeth 
and is baptized shall be saved ; but he that believ- 
eth not shall be damned.” And as far as I can 
understand language, they preached and wrote 
accordingly. They offered salvation to penitent and 
believing sinners ; but I cannot find that they ever 
promised salvation to such as live and die impeni- 
tent and unbelieving. But if they had, their pro- 
mise would have been vain, and worse than vain, 
because they had no commission so to do; and saint 
P.wil says, “ Though we or an angel from heaven 
preach any other gospel unto you than that which 
we have preached unto you, let him be accursed.” 
And I think you and IT may venture to say, that if 
any of the apostles did, or any of the professed min- 
isters of the gospel do, preach any other gospel than 
that which Christ commissioned his apostles to 
preach, let him that hath so done or shall so do, be 
accursed, except he repent; but more particularly 
if they have or do preach any doctrine which flatly 
contradicts any thing spoken by our divine Saviour. 
I will now make a few remarks upon the word 
“ everlasting.” 1 have understood that those of 
your creed will not allow this word implies time 
without end; and in support of their denial say, 
“that the Scriptures speak also of the everlasting 
hills,” and few or none believe that they will be of 
“ eternal duration.” In reply to this I would say, 
that in scripture things are spoken of according to 
their natures. ‘Therefore, as the hills are built upon 
our earth, if they remain and be hills as long as the 
earth remains, they may and are with great propri- 
ety called the everlasting hills. But as respects our 
souls, I believe, and expect you do, that they will 
never cease to exist. And I conceive that a punish- 
ment of the son! cannot be termed everlasting, un- 
less ‘t continue as long as the soul continues to ex- 
ist. But I recollect that in our conversation you 
said, “ that the same word of the original which in 
some parts of scripture is translated everlasting, is 
in other parts translated ages.” Well, admitting it 
to be so, then it follows, that the souls of the finally 
impenitent are to be punished for ages, and the next 
thing is to inquire, of what duration is an age of 





soul? I answer, that in its most extensive sense, the 
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word age implies the whole term of the existence of 
the subject spoken of ; and in this sense, if the soul 
is to exist efernally, the punishment of the wicked 
will be eternal. But in the most limited sense, an 
age implies the term that the subject spoken of con- 
tinues in any one particular mode of existence, and 
in this sense, the existence of souls may be divided 
into three, and only three ages. The frst, the time 
of its existence in the body here on earth. The 
second, the tiie of its separate existence while the 
body shall lie inthe grave. And the third, the time 
of its re-united existence with the body. This age 
will commence at the resurrection, and will have no 
end. As my paper is wearly full, I leave you to 
comment, and shall only add, that I hope vou will 
receive what I have written in a spirit of love, and 
believe me to be your soul’s well wisher, and affec- 
tionate uncle. J. M. 
REMARKS. 

Mr. M.’s conclusion, that the phrase “ where their 
worm dieth not, and the fire ig not quenched,” is the 
most forcible that he can conceive, to express the end- 
less duration of punishment, is shown to be fallacious 
as follows: Mr. M.’s conception of a thing or princi- 
ple, cannot affect the thing or principle. The words 
“ where their worm dieth not,” signifies only that 
their worm does not die so long as the party are in 
the state spoken of. There is no allusion to the 
duration of the state, or the continuance of the 
party in the state. The words, “ and the fire is not 
quenched,” has reference to the state in the present 
tense; but no allusion to the future whatever. If 
the connexion is examined, it will be found that 
Christ’s disciples were addressed ; and that the lan- 
guage is highly figurative. If it is considered as a 
figurative description of the consequences which 
result to men, in this life, from the exercise of un- 
justifiable authority, all difficulty vauishes. If it is 
considered literally, every man, whose members 
may have offended, must be amenable to the fire. 
Therefore, unless Mr. M. is perfect, he is an offender, 
and has sealed his own damnation. We presume 
Mr. M. has not cut of his members, to save his 
soul! 

Mr. M. considers the passage quoted from Luke 
xvi. as literal. Asa parable, it is harmonious in all 
its parts, and supports the doctrine we advocate. 
Asa literal narration, it disagrees with Mr. M.’s 
faith as well as with ours. However, he has taken 
his side, and can avail himself of all the advantages 
which the perversion can afiord him. But, he must 
admit the translation to be wrong, and Iet Hades, 
here rendered hell, signify grave, which is the 
meaning given to the word by our translators, in 
1 Cor. xv. 55. Now, Sir, examine the subject. Your 
dialogue is spoken in the grave. The dead body of 
the rich man is the speaker. His spirit has nothing 
todo with Abraham. We read, “Then shall the 
dust return to the earth as it was; and the spirit to 
God who gave it.” The dust, in the earth (for the 
grave is in the earth,) talks with Abraham. The 
beggar is in Abraham’s bosom. He is not buried. 
Abraliam’s bosom, literally, is the receptacle of the 
beggar, and not the grave. Sir, vou must admit, 





= ee 
that literally, Christ, after his crucifixion, w 
buried in the same place with the rich man 
Hades. 


som. 


is 


; in 
Christ was not carried to Abraham's bo. 


Christ told the thief on the cross—* To-.44, 
shalt thou be with me in paradise.” Not in Abra- 
ham’s bosom. You, Sir, have the dust for your 
hell, and Abraham's bosom for your heaven. Wy. 
will admit, without controversy, that almost ali 


mankind go to the hell, the Hades, the grave, you 
speak of. At the resurrection the song will be sung, 
O Hades, grave, (or, if you like it better,) hell, where 
is thy victory? You, Sir, may answer the ques. 


tion. 

The beggar, in his lifetime, received evil things 
Then he deserved them. A prophet says, “I have 
been young, and now am old; yet have I not seen 
the righteous forsaken, nor his seed begging bread.” 
(Psa. xxxvii. 25.) Will Mr. M. pretend, that the 
beggar is blessed in another world, to pay him for 
his sufferings in this? That the rich man is damned 
in eternity, as a set-off to his enjoyments in time? 
Are “ good things 
of being ? 

Mr. M. considers, that a modern Universalist 
would have replied differently to the rich men. We 
think not. The rich man, it appears, was not anxi- 
ous about the duration of his torment. It would be 
superfluous to say more. Mr. M. can inform what 
a Calvinist would say wader these circumstances, 


” 


confined to the present mode 


We have considered this parable at large; those 
who desire to obtain more light on the subject, can 
do it. We ask Mr. M. what authority he has for 
considering this parable of Christ, a literal nar- 
ration ? 

Mr. M. considers this paper to be falsely called 
the Gospel Herald. Will Mr. M. admit, that bis 
opinion of this paper, and the paper, are two things? 
He says, it appears to him, that Universalists think 
to establish their doctrines principally from the 
writings of the apostles. We want no better evi- 
dence than this, to prove that Mr. M, has read th: 
Gospel Herald very superfcially. 
has examined the writings of the apostles, and can 
find nothing therein to support, but much to con- 
demn the doctrine. This may be very true. Mr 
M. may be so prejudiced and blinded, as to mistake 


He also says, he 


or overlook the prominent truths of revelation. He 
quotes Mark xvi. 16, to support his opimon. Why, 
Sir, we not only adinit, but contend for the truth of 
this declaration. But for your information, we shall 
state, that the word damnation, however it may 
please some men to consider it as meaning tor- 
ments in a future state, has, for its foundation, the 
original of the term condemnation, in Jobn iii. 18, 
19. The unbeliever is condemned already. (See 
Rom. iii. 19, 24.) 
word about “ living and dying impenitent,” and of 
the “endless misefy of the finally impenitent.” 
The gospel which is made up of such expressions, 
has not God for its author, nor Paul for its preacher! 
You will learn the gospel of Paul, by reading Gal. 
iii. 8. You will also learn, by consulting this chap- 
ter, that the promise of God is to Christ, the seed of 
Abraham. That the law is not against the promises 


Christ’s apostles never said a 
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That believers receive the promise. You will find 

the promise in Psa. ii. 7, 8. “T will declare the de- 

cree: ‘The Lord hath said unto me, Thou my Son; 
this day have I begotten thee. Ask of me, and 1 

shall give the heathen thine inheritance, and the 

uttermost parts of the earth thy possession.” We 

ask Mr. M. whether he has received these promises, 
or the promise of John Calvin, of the salvation of a 
few elect, and the damnation of the heathen? Have 
‘vou received the decree which God has declared, o 

Calvin’s decree of unmerciful reprobation ? 

Mr. M. concludes his letter with remarks on the 
word everlasting. Of these remarks, we say, they 
are an expression of Mr. M.’s opinion, right or 
wrong. We do not consider them of sufficient con- 
sequence to require any reply, otherwise than to say, 
that we prefer the Scripture use and definition of 
words to the opinion of Mr. M. We have so fre- 
quently, in the present volume, examined objec- 
tions of this nature, that our readers would not have 
patience to go through a repetition of them. 

We will now show Mr. M.’s doctrine, and accom- 
modate him with a subject for honest, wholesome, 
and thorough apimadversion. Namely, the errors of 

CALVINISM. 

“ There is an eternal divine determination, which 
respects all beings, actions, and events.” 

B. 1. ch. 16, and B. 3. ch. 22. 

“ Predestination we call the eternal decree of 
God, whereby he had it determined by himself 
what he willed to become of eveiy man. For all 
are not created to like estate: but to some eternal 
life, and to some eternal damnation was fore-ap- 
pointed. Therefore as every man is created to the 
one or other end, so we say that he is predestinated 
either to life or death.” B. 3. ch. 21. sec. 5. 

“There is an election of nations to privileges, 
and of individuals to an interest in Christ, unto 
salvation.” B. 3. ch. 21 and 22 passim. 

“The decree of election consists, in the Father’s 
giving to the Son, Christ Jesus, a definite number ot 
our fallen race, to be atoned for by his blood, sane- 
tified through the purchased influences of the Spirit, 
and thus chosen in him to eternal life.” 

Inst. B. 3. ch. 24. sec 5, 6. 

“That therefore which the scripture clearly 
sheweth, we say, that God by eternal and unchange- 
able counsel hath once appointed whom in time to 
come he would take to salvation. This counsel as 
touching the elect, we say is grounded upon his free 
mercy without any respect to the worthiness of man, 
but whom he appointeth to damnation, to them, by 
his just indeed, and irreprehensible, but also incom- 
prehensible judgment, the entry of life is blocked up.” 

B. 8. ch, 22. sec. 7. and ch. 23. sec. 8. 

“ The decrees were not formed in consequence 
of any foresight of sin or holiness, in the reprobate 
or elect.” B. 3. ch. 22. sec. 11. and B. 3. ch. 24. 


sec. 11, 12, 13, 14. 

We recommend to Mr. M. to examine the follow- 
ing passages, and compare them with his doctrine. 
tien. xxii. 15-18. Psa. ii. 7,3. Rev. iv. 11. Ephes. 
. 9-11. Heb. ii. 9. 2 Cor. v. 18,19. John vi. 33. 


Ixxxvi. 9. #inally, we wish Mr. M. to settle the 
question, to his own satisfaction, who those are, 
whether elect or non-elect, whom Paul speaks of, 
Rom. xi. as being blinded,—as bowing down their 
back alway,—as having stumbled, &c.? Having 
done this, we shall be glad to hear from him! 
Note. We consider the whole of Scripture to sup- 
port the doctrine we advocate. The few passages 
quoted above, are given merely to have them con- 
trasted with Calvinism, in the order in which the 
subject stands. If the reader will take the trouble to 
refer to them, and compare Calvin’s declarations 
with them, he will behold the vast difference be- 
tween truth and error. 
—<p—— 

FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
Mr. Fitz—You have called on Episcopalians, in 
your last Herald, to answer for the supplicating Je- 
sus Christ ; and ask them, if God was born, circum- 
cised, &c. and conclude, with declaring, if they be- 
lieve so, they must outrage reason and deny the 
Scriptures. From this declaration it would seem, 
that you consider Jesus of Nazareth, only in the 
character of a good man, whose benevolence was so 
great, his whole life was engaged in preaching mo- 
rality, and endeavouring to soften by persuasion 
and tears the rude passions of our nature ; and, at 
the same time, to leave an example for good men 
to imitate in succeeding generations. 

Your answer to the following questions would be 
acceptable to the subscriber. 

1. Was Jesus Christ, who was born of the Virgin 
Mary, of whose conception and birth we have such 
an extraordinary account, Matt. i. 18—25. inclusive, 
God, or man, or both ? 

2. If be was man only, such as Paul, Apollos, or 
Cephas, would it not be idolatry.in me to worship 
him ? 

3. If he was God, as say the trinitarians, who 
took upon himself the human with the divine na- 
ture, and by his suffering of the death of the cross, 
paid all demands against the offspring of Adam, 
am I not bound to worship him as God my Saviour ? 

Yours, A. B. 

Trenton, (N. J.) April 9, 1824. 

ANSWER. 

To A. B.’s first question, Whether Jesus Christ, 
who was born of the virgin Mary, &c. was God, or 
man, or both? we reply—He was the Son of God, a 
man approved of God. See John i. 34, 49; iii. 16, 
17. Acts ii. 22. 

To the second question we answer in the affirma- 
tive ; asserting, as our opinion, that, to say nothing 
of idolatry, it is ignorance to worship Jesus Christ 
as any being but the Son of God. Paul says, (1 Tim. 
ii. 5.) “ One GOD, and one mepiaToR between 
GOD and men, the man Christ Jesus.” Was Paul 
mistaken ? Should be have said, The mediator is 
God? Is not God one? Is not the mediator one? 
How many are twice one ? 

Of the last interrogation of A. B. we must say, 
that, if Christ was GOD, and God is unchangeable, 
he is God now ; and if there is but one God, as the 





Isa. xxv. 6-8. xlii. xlv. 22-25. Rom. iv. 13-16. Psa. 


Scriptures assert, A. B. cannot worship any God but 















896 


GOSPEL HERALD. 





Christ ; for the plain reason that there is no other 
God to worship. Paul, (Ephes. i. 17.) speaks of 
“the God of our Lord Jesus Christ, the Father of 
glory.” He also declares, “ One GOD and Father 
of all.” If you worship Jesus Christ as the “ one 
God and Father of all,” you do not worship him as 
the Son of God. You do not “ believe on the Son ;” 
mstead of admitting that the “ Father sent the Son,” 
you deny it, and assert that the Father came him- 
self, as the Son—of whom, we would ask ? of Him- 
self, think ye ? 

It is affirmed of Christ, that he said, “I and the 
Father are one.” It is also affirmed of Christ, that 
he said, (Matt. xxv. 40.) “In as much as ye have 
done it unto one of the least of these my brethren, 
ye have done it unto me.” Christ here recognizes 
mankind as his brethren. He speaks of God, as his 
Father. Will you pretend that the least among 
Christ's brethren is Cinrist ? 

Again. Christ said, (John v. 22, 23.) “ For the 
Father judgeth no an; but hath committed all 
judgment unto the Son ; that all men should honour 
the Son, even as they honour the Father. He that 
honoureth not the Son, honoureth not the Father 
which hath sent him.” Will you, can you believe, 
that the Son judgeth no man? Do you honour the 
Son, when you assert that God the Father is the 
Son? Or the Father, when you assert that the Son is 
the Father ? Suppose a case. When the King of France 
sent his son, (for such he called) the Duke D’An- 
gouleme, into Spain, and gave orders that all should 
honour the son, the Duke, even as they honoured the 
father, the Kifig, was it necessary, in complying with 
this requisition, to assert that the Duke and the King 
were one? That the King came himself? And all 
communications made to the Duke, to be addressed 
to the King ? Would not this be honouring the King 
exclusively, and leaving the Duke altogether out of 
the question ? If obedience were rendered the Duke, 
the same as was due the King, he would be honour- 
ed the sane as the King. 

i 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

Mr. Editor—The following which was copied 
from an English paper, I send for insertion in the 
Gospel Herald ; presuming that it will not be unin- 
teresting to many of the readers of your valuable 
paper. It affords another proof that the mysterious 
doctrine of the Trinity does not occur to the mind 
of a child, even when learning the Trinitarian creed 
and catechism, which have, alas! too often been 
substituted for the plain and simple truths of the 
gospel. E. P. A. 

Mount Pleasant, April 11th, 1824. 

Theological cuteness of a Child. 

“ A child, aged about ten years and a half, ona 
visit to her relations, had observed the term Unita- 
rian on the front of the chapel where they attended. 
Her uncle inquired if she knew the meaning of the 
term, or the difference between the term Unitarian 
and Trinitarian? She replied in the negative. It 
was then explained toher. She was told, that Uni- 
tarians acknowledge God the Father as the one su- 
preme and only God ; and that Jesus was the Mes- 





siah, the Messenger, &c. &c. sent of God ; and thet 
Trinitarians worshipped God the Father, God the 
Son, and God the Holy Ghost; and yet said, they 
were not three Gods, but one. She was informed 
the latter was the belief professed and taught at the 
chapel where (when at home) she attended ; also 
taught in the Catechisms she had given her at the 
Sunday school to learn. 

“ She replied—Mr. » Naming the minister of 
the Independent meeting where her parents attend- 
ed, does not believe that Jesus is God. Her aunt re- 
plied ; Were you to ask him the question, I believe 
he would tell you, that Jesus ts God. (I give her 
answer in her own words, that I may convey her 
own ideas.) ‘If they think Jesus is God, then we 
had no God while Jesus was dead; and who took 
care of us till he arose from the dead ? Beside, 
added she, they must then have sacrificed God, if 
Jesus were God. I think, said she, the Father is 
God, and Jesus could do the same things as God, 
because God gave him that power; therefore he 
could not himself be God.’ She has since been dili- 
gent, when looking at her Catechisms, to compare 
them with Scripture, and to refer to them for proof, 
and says, she has not yet found in the Scriptures 
that Jesus is God.” 

“ Portsmouth, Eng. April 25th, 1823.” 

—<—j>— 
From the (Cumberland) Gospel Palladium. 
MINISTERIAL TITLES. 

Mr. Epitror—I observe that you copied into the 
Palladium, of the 11th ult. with approbation, “a 
SMALL REQUEST,” from the Gospel Herald. In 
making his request that Brotier Editors would omit 
the word REVEREND, affixed to the name of Breth- 
ren who publicly advocate the truth, the Herald 
takes occasion to animadvert with some severity, 
but, it must be allowed, with frankness and can- 
dour, upon the use of this tithe when applied to men, 
because it is, as he affirms, exclusively the property 
of Jenovan. He avers that he has conscientious 
scruples in relation to this matter. I certainly re- 
spect his scruples, and most sincerely recommend a 
compliance with his request. At the same time, I 
beg leave to declare my conviction that his scruples 
are the offspring of misapprehension. In the use 
or application of this title, I apprehend nothing 
more is intended than a mere indication or designa- 
tion of character or profession, which convenience 
seems to require. 

There is nothing in the quo animo which is crimi- 
nal or irreverent, any more than in the use of the 
title Elder or Deacon. It will not be pretended that, 
in the use of it, Divire honour is intended to be 
conferred or claimed. The Herald says, “ he never 
knew a reverend preacher of the truth.” He must 
have known preachers bearing this title whom, in 
the common acceptation of the words, he reve- 
renced, in other words, whom he respected. He does 
not mean to be understood that there is not a 
preacher bearing this title who is a sincere Christian. 

But the question to be considered is this: Is not 
the assumption, that the title REVEREND, is meant, as 
the Herald supposes, to be appropriated exclusively 
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to JEHOVAH, amistake? The wife is commanded 
to reverence her husband. Ephes. v. 39. We have 
had fathers of our flesh which corrected us, and we 
ave them reverence. Heb. xii. 9. The text says— 
Holy and reverend is his name. Psa. cxi. 9. Now 
if reverend is to be considered erclusively the pro- 
perty of Jehovah, holy must also be so considered ; 
they cannot be separated. But holy in the Scrip- 
tures, is applied and appropriated to men. We find 
holy men of old—holy people, &c. in many parts of 
the Bible. This appears to me quite conclusive 
upon the question. BAXTER. 
Remarks by the Editor of the Palladium. 

Although our correspondent may duly respect 
«the conscientious scruples” of the Editor of the 
Gospel Herald, if he considers bim as labouring un- 
der the influence of “ misapprehension” of the sub- 
ject, we cannot perceive any consistency in his 
“recommending a compliance with his request.” If 
the request of the Editor of the Herald is the fruit of 
ignorance, or, as Mr. Woodworth would have it, 
squeamishness, no matter how honest he may be in 
his scruples, let us by all means refuse campliance. 
This is the question at issue ; consequently we refer 
the remarks of Baxter to the consideration of the 
Herald, and invite further communications from our 
intelligent, though unknown, correspondent. 

RE MARKS. 

We agree with the Editor of the Gospex Pat- 
LapiuM, and cannot “ perceive any consistency in” 
Baxter’s “ recommending a compliance with our 
request,” while he considers the practice we disap- 
prove as harmless, or justifiable. In adverting to 
the passage quoted, Psa. cxi. 9, it will be seen, that 
the term reverend has a relation to the name Jeuo- 
vAH; it will be admitted, we presume, that the 
name JEHOVAH cannot with any propriety be ap- 
plied to any man. Will it be pretended, that proper 
appellations for men, are justly characterized by the 
term reverend? If so, on what principle ? What 
constitutional or just affinity exists, between the 
name of men and Deity, or between men, and the 
Deity’s name 2 The name of man, in the aggre- 
gate, isone. Various appellations are used to dis- 
tinguish one man from another man; without re- 
gard to their merits or demerits, and having no con- 
nexion with any existing relations which can possi- 
bly determine the character of the parties. 

Mr. Johnson Chase, of this city, has a brass plate 
on the door of the house where he resides, on which 
is graven “ Reverend Johnson Chase.” What are 
we to understand from this inscription? That the 
word Johnson is reverend? That the word Chase 
is reverend? That the words Johnson Chase are 
reverend ? Or, that the man who bears this name, 
or names, is reverend ? If the appellation Johnson 
is reverend, then it has no relation to the man who 
bears it. The same may be said of the word Chase. 


If the man is reverend, then he is 0 independent of — 


his name, and would be so, even if his name had the 


most ridiculous or trifling signification affixed to it, 


ployment of the man, or his office is entitled to this 
term, the man is out of the question. It is true we 
read of an “ holy calling.” Now this “ holy calling” 
may be to unholy men. It is an “ holy calling,” be- 
cause the Being who calls is Holy. 

Let us examine the passage in question. It says, 
“ Holy and reverend is his name.” Who is spoken 
of ? Ans. The Deity. What is His Name? Sec 
Ex. iii. 15. “ And Gop [I AM THAT I AM,} said 
moreover unto Moses, Thus shalt thou say unto the 
children of Israel, The Lorn Gop of your fathers, 
the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and the God 
of Jacob, hath sent me unto you: thts is my name 
for ever, and this is my memorial to all generations.” 
Again: Ex. vi. 2, 3, “ And God spake unto Moses, 

and said unto him, I the Lorp. And I appeared 

unto Abraham, unto Isaac, and unto Jacob, by the 

name of * God Almighty ; but by my name JEno- 

van was I not knownto them.” Again: Psa. Ixxxiii. 

18. “ Whose name alone is Jenovan, the Most 

High over all the earth.” Now apply the passage 

under discussion—* Holy and reverend is his Vame.” 

Also, “ Whose name alone is Jenovan.” And 

now read (and we write it with shame and compune- 

tion) the “ Reverend Johnson Chase. If God Al- 

mighty’s name is reverend, and His name alone is 
Jenovan, then the name of God Almighty, alone, 
is reverend. The term used in the revelation of 
God, as applicable to His name, who assumes the 
name as His exelusive prerogative, ought not to be 
compounded with the name of a frail sinful mortal, 
of yesterday, aud emblazoned on his door, or any 
way assumed, and made a show of as his right, 
property, or title. 

We now ask, and we ask it seriously, Are our 
“scruples the offspring of misapprehension ?” Is 
“ nothing move,” or is as much, intended, as“ a 
mere indication or designation of character or pro- 
fession ?” We heartily wish that not only the char- 
acters of clergymen, but of laymen also, possessed 
that real merit, in the sight of God, which would 
justly entitle them to a complimentary appellation. 
But, how will the character of clergymen, and the 
name of Deity appear together? And if the profes- 
sion is to be qualified, how humble and unassuming 
ought it to be ? Surely, if convenience only is sought, 
how many terms might be used to designate those 
who have separated themselves to preach “ good 
tidings?” Paul distinguished himself; but it was 
by the title of apostle, and chief of sinners. 

Baxter says, “ There is nothing in the quo animo 
which is criminal,” &c. We will not pretend to 
think, that those who assume this adjective arrogate, 
privately, a pre-eminence over the heads of their fel- 
lows, which approximates to the elevation of the 
Deity’s supremacy. But we believe, that every 
honest man among them, will confess that he has 
more vanity than is good for him. Baxter finally 











* The words in Italics a1e a supply. We under- 
stand the passage as follows—I appeared unto 
Abiaham, &c. I, God Almighty appeared, &c. but, 


which we can imagine. Pray, let this matter be de- by my name, Jruovan, was I not known unto 
termined. Inform us, whether the name of the|them. That is, I did not tell them that Jrnovan 
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uses the term as convertible with respect. It is our 
duty to respect all men; but we respect them for 
what they are. They are men. We do not say, 
‘“* Holy and reverend is their name.” 

But Baxter descends to close particulars, in say- 
ing, * He does not mean to be understood that there 
ts not a preacher bearing this title who’is a sincere 
Christian.” ‘True, we have never meant this.— 
Some may have accepted this title as a compliment- 
ary gift from their fellows, and hung it up asa toy 
or a rattle. Others may have assumed it for fashiou’s 
sake, as a matter of course, and being pleased with 
the sound, give themselves little trouble to exemine 
the merits of the case. But we have our doubts, 
whether a stncere Christian will assume, hold, or 
use the title, after he has sincerely examined into 
his roght to it. 

The two instances noticed where the word rever- 
ence occurs, we think does not make for Baxter’s 
conclusion. ‘This term is there used as convertible 
with obey and obedience. That the party should, 
and did, acknowledge the authority of those spoken 
of. Baxter says, “If reverend is to be considered 
exclusively the property of Jenovan, holy must 
also be so considered—they cannot be separated.” 
Why so? Because Baxter says, “ But holy in the 
Scriptures, is applied and appropriated to men. We 
find holy men of old—holy people, &c. in many 
parts of the Bible. This appears to me quite con- 
elusive upon the question.” It does not appear so 
tous, for the following reasons—First: Men are 
not called reverend in the Scriptures. Second: It 
is affirmed, positively, of God, that his name only ts 


holy. (See Rev. xv.4.) Or, that God only is holy. 
There must be a qualification. Therefore we read, 
that “ holy men spake as they were moved by the 


Holy Spirit.”. We think this conclusive. In addi- 
tion to this, however, is the consideration that the 
word holy is not applied to designate the name of 
aman. If you were writing an account of minis- 
ters of the gospel, and should say, that they were 
men whom you reverenced, and should be under- 
stood to qualify your expression, to signify that you 
reverenced them only as they were moved by the 
Holy Spirit to minister in holy things; and that 
nothing is holy but that which God has commanded, 
the case would be different. Consider the man 
whom you call reverend, doing wrong. Is he reve- 
rend then? What has man whereof to glory ? 

The term reverend is applied to the name of 
Deity. When you use this term, and apply it to 
men, we inquire, Is the name of the man reverend ? 
Is the character of the man reverend ? Is the office 
or profession of the man reverend ? Or, is the man, 
distinct from his name, &c. reverend? When you 
say Reverend Mr. Ke. as the case may be, who, or 
what do you mean is reverend ? 

We regret to be obliged to add, that many cler- 
gzymen of the present day, are fond of titles, and are 
great lovers of the world, and the things of the 
world. We find them actually assuming the title 
of reverend, they tack it to their names, with as 
much pleasure and obstinacy, as a corporal ina 
new settlement, will stick to the fancied dignity 








which he supposes he enjoys above his fellows. We 
believe, and unceremoniously express our belief, 
that the old “leaven of the Pharisees” is still work. 
ing. The “ greetings in the markets” are not yet for- 
gotten. Rabbi! sounds well in the ears of meg 
who cherish pride, and nourish a spirit of Oppasi- 
tion to the humble doctrine of Christ. The main 
object appears to be popularity and cash. There js 
some truth in the old declaration; “That a man’s 
pretensions are the standard by which the world 
generally judge of his merit.” A man assumes the 
title of reverend—almost secludes himself from his 
fellows; saving a proper intercourse with the rich 
and honourable in the world’s opinion. Now, the 
clothing must be more expensive. A large and bet- 
ter house, and more fashiouavle furniture must be 
obtained. The reverend geutleman must, in a word, 
live in style! He struts the streets like aturky cock; 
and receives the greetings and civilities of the won. 
dering and almost-adoring multitude, with the dig- 
nity of a petty prince. His salary must correspond 
with his dignity. Heisa GREAT man. A great 
man and a small salary, would be worse than the sin 
of witchcraft. He cannot maintain his family. The 
man, dignified with a title stripped from the name 
of God Almighty, will support his dignity, and wo- 
betide the miscreant who does not bow to his au 

thority. 

We have already extended this article beyond 
what we contemplated ; but we trust our readers will 
bear with us, while we advert to the usages in the 
Jewish Church, in the time of Moses, and during 
the time of Christ’s apostles, at the commencement 
of the Christian era, in the church of Christ. 

Aaron is spoken of as selected to minister in the 
priest’s office. We read of no title other than priest, 
or high priest. This title is expressive of the office 
of the party. Aaron and bis successors in the priestly 
office, are not designated as, nor called reverend. 
Surely, if any had been authorized to assume this 
title, Aaron, who was made or constituted a priest, 
for a whole nation, by the immediate appointment 
of God, has been. But where do we read of his 
assuming titles ? 

Among Christian ministers, Paul stands conspi- 
cuous. He says, he was called to be an apostle, 01 
messenger of the people. His commission was an 
undoubted one, and it was broad, he being sent to 
the Gentiles, or nations. Do we read that Paul as- 
sumed a title to distinguish him from others? Was 
this title reverend? Paul informs us of the extent 
of the commission given by Christ ; and the appe!- 
lations which he authorized, Namely: “ He gave 
some, apostles ; and some prophets ; and some eval- 
gelists; and some pastors and teachers.” Paul alse 
enumerates the reasons for this, as follows: “For 
the perfecting of the saints, for the work of the 
ministry, for the edifiying of the body of Christ,” 
&e. (Ephes. iv. 11, 12.) We also read of the offices 
of bishop, deacon, and elder; which are rather mo- 
difications of those before spoken of; who are ap- 
pointed to the same end. 

It will be conceded that the title we object to, has 
been assumed and used since the days of the apos- 











GOSPEL HERALD. 











dee who received their appointment immediately 
from Christ. This concession substantiates the 
tuts of the declaration, that it issuperfluous. It isa 
departure (rom the simplicity of Christ. It has no- 
thing to approve it, save the influence of those who 


have coveted it. 

What would be the expression of the opinion of 
sober men of good sense, should clergymen assume 
the tite of major-general? Should they assume 
this, would it be less objectionable than the one 
they have assumed? It would be said, They have 
arrogated a title which belongs to others. The 
same must be said in the present instance. It would 
be said, They bave assumed a title which is not ex- 
pressive of their character, and to which they can 
have no claim. Wecan say, of the name of the 
Deity, that it is necessarily expressive of his glori- 
ous being, character, and perfections. This trans- 
cendantly great Name is reverend. If clergymen 
have an affinity now, an existing relation, exclu- 
sive with them, to the perfections of God, they are 
entitled to be distinguished as God Almighty’s 
name is distinguished. Will any one pretend this 
is the case? If not, does it not follow, that they are 
not authorized to assume the distinguishing appel- 
lation which av inspired writer has applied to the 
name of the Deity, who is above all praise, and who 
requires of his creatures, that they should lay pros- 
trate in the dust before him ? 

We conclude with the remark, that, in our opin- 
ion, if no other objection could be brought against 
this practice of assuming the title of reverend, it 
would be quite sufficient to bring it into disrepute 
with a candid community, and to discourage the 
countenancing of itin future, that it isa fancied dig- 
nity which is very expensive to support, and which 
has a direct tendency to generate pride and extra- 
vagance in all who assume it. 

NVole—If we were to take the liberty of giving 
advice, in this business, we would say, If something 
is necessary to distinguish preachers of the Gospel 
of God cur Saviom, from other men, affix G. M. 
(Minister of the Gospel) to their names. This would 
be all-sufficient. 

—-~<i- - 
From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 
AN IMPORTANT QUESTION. 
“ Who shall he destroyed ; the people or the devil?” 

About four years ago, an association of people, 
called Universalists, was holden in the state ot 
Maine. Capt. S—, from R—, attended. On his 
return home, he called on an old acquaintance, a 
Congregational Deacon, who invited him to stop 
and dine. He accepted the invitation. “ Well,” 
said the Deacon, “‘ where have you been journey- 
?” To our association. Who preached? Seve- 
ral, and among others, Mr. S—, from B—. Ay, was 
he there? What had he to say? Why, says Capt. 
S—, he told us that the devil would be destroyed, 
and the people delivered, iustead of the common 
doctrine of the day, which teaches that the devil will 
be saved, and the people destroyed. That, said the 
Deacon, is strange doctrine, that is not in my Bible, 
the devil will live forever: Where was his text? In 
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Heb. ii. 14, 15. “That through death he might de- 
stroy him that had the power of death, that is the 
devil; and deliver them who through fear of death, 
were all their lifetine subject to bondage.” My Bi- 
ble, said the Deacon, does not read so. He called 
for a Testament, aud found it read the same. He 
then called for another ;—that read the same. By 
this time he was much agitated, and called for his 
English Bible, and said to Capt. 8. “ There is no 
dependance on the American Testaments.” He 
read bis European Bible, which read the same. It 
does read so, Captain; but it appears to me that it 
cannot mean as it says, for I have always thought the 
devil would live for ever, and the people be destroy- 
ed. Why Captain, if that text is true, all men will 
be saved. Have you any objection to that, Deaeon ? 
No, no,—if it is God’s will, I have not. Sir, Paul 
says, “ Who will have all men to be saved.” This 
ended the conversation on that subject. 

Doubtless multitudes have read the above text 
with as much inattention as the Deacon. To such 
we say in the words of Jesus, “ Let him that readeth, 
understand.” 

—~>—- 
From the American Eagle, printed at Litchfield, Con. 
MISSIONARY CAUSE. 

Pious Fraud.—The following statement of facts 
may be relied on as true, and capable of legal proof. 

The Rev. Mr. , a settled minister in the South 
Association of Litchfield county, in his ordinary per- 
formance of the professional duty of a clergyman, 
was particularly zealous in the missionary cause, 
begging with uncommon zeal aud success “ for the 
treasury of the Lord,” as he, by way of comparison, 
calls the treasury of the Foreign Missionary Soci- 
ety. His congregation, consisting of plain and in- 
telligent people of industrious and frugal habits, 
were inclined to no extremity of opinion or conduct, 
having been tanglit “to walk in the good old way,” 
under the pastoral instruction of a sensible, pious, 
and venerable divine of the old school. 

Among the various other expedients to which this 
Rev. Clergyman resorted to gather money, was the 
following. A sewing meeting, for the females of his 
parish, was appointed at the house of the Rev. Pas- 
tor. Pursuant to notice given, a numerous collec- 
tion of ladies convened. After they were well em- 
ployed in the business and object of their meeting, 
the Rey. Clergyman proposed they should make a 
contribution for missionary purposes, and produced 
the missionary box, accompanied with some such re- 
marks on the utility and duty of giving to the mis- 
sionary cause, as were appropriate. Most of the la- 
dies present expressed their willingness to give, but 
alleged they did not expect a contribution, and were 
unprepared. To this the Rev. Clergyman replied, 
that the circumstance of their having no money, 
made no difference, as each lady disposed to give, 
could signify on a piece of paper the sum she was 
willing to give, and deposit this paper in the mis- 
sionary box, and afterwards, as should be convent- 
ent, pay to him the amount by each expressed on 
the paper to be paid. By his assistance, each stipu- 
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and these papers or tickets were received by the 


Reverend Clergyman, and deposited in the mis- 
sionary box. 

The ladies called from time to time and paid the 
sums respectively engaged to be paid, but did not 
take up the papers or tickets. 

At this time a young gentleman of respectable 
family and connexions in that town, was pursuing a 
course of classical study at the Rev. Gentleman’s 
house, under his direction. The Rev. Clergyman 
one day observed to this young gentleman, that the 
ladies of the parish had engaged, on paper, to pay 
several small suins, as before mentioned, but HAD 
NOT paid the sums promised, and recommended 
to the young gentleman to pay the sums by each la- 
dy subscribed, and take up the tickets, as a matter of 
politeness and gallantry to the ladies. To this the 
young man consented, and actually paid the amount 
to the Rev. Clergyman, and received from him the 
tickets. 

Such are the facts, and as they furnish some new 
and profitable ideas on the subject of receiving 
money for missionary purposes, it is believed impor- 
tant to the “friends of misions” that they should 
receive publicity. They certainly furnish valuable 
hints to the carnal world how to dispose of satisfied 
paper contracts to advantage. 

(From the same Paper.) 

Mr. Editor,—The following facts may be relied 
on as having occurred within the last six months. 
The daughter of a very poor man, who is supported 
asa State pauper, believing it her duty to give for 
the benefit of the heathen, or contribute to the mis- 
sionary cause, called upon the Rev. Pastor of the 
parish to which she belongs, and presented him with 
a gown pattern for the benefit of the Elliott or Choc- 
taw mission. This gown was received by the Clergy- 
man, and deposited among the articles of clothing 
by him received for that purpose. The girl has no 
means, other than her own labor, to procure money. 
Her mother has not for some months attended pub- 
lic worship for want of clothes. Her smaller sister 
cannot attend school for want of shoes; and the 
family, in addition to the small aid received from the 
State, of about 70 cents per week, are supported by 
begging trom one house to another; a little indian 
meal here, a little milk there, and a little meat in an- 
other place; and all these facts exist and occur 
daily before the Rev. Clergyman, and his immedi- 
ate neighborhood. 

Is it the duty of this gixl to give? Is it the duty of 
this Clergyman, under these circumstances, to re- 
ceive ? 


Nore. The “.dmerican Eagle” has become one 
of the most interesting weekly papers in the Union, 
on the subject of missions and the clerical schemes 
of the day. We are much pleased to see the bold 
and independent stand the Editor has made against 
the artful and unwarrantable plans which are adopt- 
ei! to obtain money from the people, under pretence 
of spreading the Gospel and saving the souls of 
men. Living near the Cornwall Missionary School, 
and in the neighborhood of the noted or rather no- 
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torious Lyinan Beecher, and withal, being a member 
of the Congregation or Presbyterian Society, he has 
had an opportunity to judge of the merits of the 
cause in which the clergy are now so earnestly and 
perseveringly engaged. The result has been that he 
has seen the propriety and necessity of coming out 
against the missionary or rather monied operation 
now carrying on. His statements and remarks have 
awakened up inquiry in Connecticut; and it is sat- 
isfactory to learn, that the patrons of his paper are 
fast increasing. “ More than one hundred and sity 
new subscribers,” says the Editor, “have been re- 
ceived in the last five weeks.” Those who wish to 
become acquainted with the proceedings of the 
clergy in New England, and see their schemes ex- 
posed, and are in circumstances to afford it, will not 
be doing any injustice to themselves by subscribing 
for this paper. It is published by Isaiah Bunce, 

Litchfield, Connecticut, at two dollars a year. 

Phila. Reformer. 
—>—— 
FAITHFUL PREACHING. 

“ [have preached righteousness in the great congre. 
gation ; lo, Ihave not refrained my lips, O Lord, 
thou knowest. Ihave not hid thy righteousness 
within my heart; Ihave declared thy faithfulness 
and thy salvation: Ihave not concealed thy loving 
kindness and thy truth from the great congrega- 
tion.” Psa. xl. 9, 10. 

We recommend the above declaration of the pro- 
phet to the popular clergymen of the present day. 
We ask ther, whether they can make the same de- 
claration with the prophet? Have you preached 
righteousness, (inercy) to-all? Have you not re- 
frained your lips? Have you not hid God’s righ- 
teousness, (mercy) within your heart? Have you de- 
clared God’s faithfulness, and his salvation? Have 
you not concealed his loving kindness and truth, 
from the great congregation ? 

We have evidence that the prophet told the truth. 
We wish we could say as much of you. David de- 
clared, of the mercy of God, that it endureth for 
ever. He declared the faithfulness of God, that all 
nations whom he hath made shall come and worship 
before him. Of his salvation, that all the ends of 
the world shall remember and turn unto the Lord. 
Of his loving kindness, that it is better than life. 
Of his truth, that the world shall be established that 
it shall not be moved ; for he shall judge the people 
righteously. (See Psa. xcvi.) 

—<p-—— 
PUBLIC DISCUSSION. 
LAST NIGHT OF MEETING FOR THE SEASON. 
Subject—1 Cor. xi. 26. 

The “ Society tor the Investigation and Estab 
lishment of Gospel Truth,” will meet at Tolerton’s 
Academy, 63 Chrystie-street, on Turspay Evea- 
ing next, at half past seven o’clock. After the dis- 
cussion of the subject named for the evening, the 
Society will adjourn, to meet the first Tuesday 
evening in Movember next, at six o’clock. 
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